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ABSTRACT
Resolution No. 3115

This resolution adopts the criteria and procedures to be employed by the MTC in the review and
approva of projects and related grant applications pursuant to 88 66518 and 66520 of the Government
Code, and § 21655.6 of the Vehicle Code, and federd Intergovernmental Review requirements, and
fulfill MTC’ s respongibilities under the memoranda of understanding with the Associetion of Bay Area
Governments and the California Department of Transportation as authorized pursuant to MTC
Resolution No. 1569.

This resolution supersedes MTC Resolution No. 1570.



Date  October 28, 1998
W... 61110
Refered By: WPC
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 3115

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Trangportation Commission (MTC) isthe regiond transportation
planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code § 66500 et seg.; and

WHEREAS, Government Code 8 66518 provides that the California Transportation
Commission, when dlocating funds for construction projects on the state highway system within the
region, shdl determine that the projects conform to the MTC’ s Regiond Trangportation Plan and its
schedule of priorities; and

WHEREAS, Government Code § 66520 provides that any application to the Sate or federa
government, for any grant of money, whether an outright or matching grant, by any city, city and county,
county, or trangportation digtrict within the San Francisco Bay Areashdl, if it contains a trangportation
element, firgt be submitted to MTC for review asto its competibility with the Regiona Trangportation
Pan (RTP), and the schedule of priorities included therein; and

WHEREAS, Vehicle Code § 21655.6 requires that the Department of Transportation
(Cdltrans) obtain the gpprovd of the regiona transportation planning agency prior to establishing the
excdludve or preferentid use of highway lanes for high-occupancy vehicles, and

WHEREAS, certain trangportation projects and/or programs defined in federa regulations (49
CFR 17) are subject to Intergovernmental Review under procedures implementing Executive Order
12372; and

WHEREAS, aMemorandum of Understanding (MOU) among the Association of Bay Area
Governments (ABAG), the Cdlifornia Department of Trangportation (Cdtrans), and the MTC defines
their respective roles and responsbilities in the Intergovernmenta Review process (MTC Resolution
No. 1569); and



Resolution No. 3115
Page 2

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 1570 the MTC adopted criteria used to determine the
"Regiond vs. Locd" nature of projects to be reviewed, and indtituted a project classfication listing to
indicate the gpplication of those criteriain selecting projects for review; and

WHEREAS, the MTC desires to establish criteriaand procedures for project review and
gpplication gpprova appropriate to the type of transportation projects and/or programs which are the
subject of such action; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the MTC finds that the criteria and procedures for project review and
application approva described in Attachment A to this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated
herein as though st forth at length, permit the efficient and proper discharge of its repongbilities under
Sections 66518 and 66520 of the Government Code and § 21655.5 of the Vehicle Code; and, be it
further

RESOLVED, that the MTC finds that those criteria and procedures satisfy Intergovernmental
Review requirements and fulfill its reponghilities under the MOU; and, be it further

RESOLVED, that the MTC adopts the criteriaand procedures for project review and
application approva shown in Attachment A as those to be employed for such actions henceforth; and,
beit further

RESOLVED, that the MTC directs gaff, with the next annua cycle, to revise the project review
procedures described in the Regiona Trangportation Plan to conform to those contained in Attachment
A; and, beit further

RESOLVED, that Resolution No. 1570 is hereby superseded.

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Jm Spering, Chairman

The above resolution was entered into by
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
a aregular meeting of the Commisson held
in Oakland, Cdiforniaon October 28, 1998.
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MTC Project Review and Application Approval Criteria and Procedures

. PROJECT REVIEW — COMMISSION REVIEW AND APPLICATION APPROVAL

Any projects or program contained in the Annua/biennia Element of the Trangportation Improvement
Program (TIP) which fal under any of the criteriafor mgjor trangportation projects listed below shdl
require Project Review by MTC to determine consistency with the Regiona Transportation Plan and as
acondition for implementation.

Thisshdl aso apply to any project or program amended into the Annual/biennia eement of the TIP
subsequent to its adoption.

Criteria

1. Theauthorizing or permitting exclusve or preferentia use of highway lanes for high-occupancy
vehicles, with the exception of HOV bypass lanes, by the State Department of Transportation;

2. The congruction of mixed-flow highway lanes or of auxiliary lanes which do not terminate a the first
subsequent interchange on the State highway system.

3. Interchange or locd arterid improvements which have the potentid to affect main-line operations on
the State Highway System;

4. Trangt projectsthat involve the congtruction of rail extensons, new stations, or parking facilities that
exceed 500 parking spaces;

5. Trangportation projects that have specid circumstances or issues (i.e. design, environmentd,
financid) that warrant areview by the Commission.

Procedure:

All projects or programs contained in the Annual/Biennid Element of the current Trangportation
Improvement Program (T1P) faling under any one of the above criteria must be submitted to MTC by
the project sponsor for project review and application approval, pursuant to Sections 66518 or 66520
of the Cdifornia Government Code.

Upon receipt of an gpplication, staff reviews the project or program documentation and, if appropriate,
advises the gpplicant of any deficiencies or other problems likely to delay application approva. When
the project sponsor’ s documentation and applicable environmenta andysis is found to be satisfactory,
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daff prepares a Staff Evaluation of the project and aresolution that determines that the project
conforms with the RTP, and supports the grant gpplication for the amounts contained in the
Annud/Biennid Element. The Staff Evauation and resolution are presented to the Grant Review &
Allocations Committee for review and, if found satisfactory, referra to the Commission for approval.
The project sponsor can access TIP funding only after Commission gpprova of the application.

1. ADMINISTRATIVE APPROVAL

Any project or program contained in the annual/biennia eement of the Transportation Improvement
Program (T1P) not faling under any of the criteriafor mgor trangportation projects listed above shdl be
consdered consstent with the Regional Trangportation Plan and the schedule of prioritiesincluded
therein, and will require no further review or approva action by MTC as a condition for implementation.

Procedure

In adopting the federa Transportation Improvement Program (T1P), the Annua/Biennid projects or
programs digible projects will be identified for administrative gpprova. Each entry in the TIP tabulation
will include the name of the implementing agency, the project description (as shown in the TIP), and the
tota estimated cost in the Annud/Biennid Element. Unless a project is revised, no further review by
MTC will be necessary after the approval of the TIP.

1. REVIEW OF LOCALLY FUNDED ROAD PROJECTS

Generdly, localy funded road projects are not normally subject to project review and may be
adminigratively approved. However, if these road projects significantly impact the State highway
system, Project Review will be required to determine consistency with the Regiond Transportation Plan.

Additiondly, localy funded road projects that have regiond significance will be liged in the TIP.
Regionally significant projects must be included in the TIP to ensure adequacy of the federd air
quaity conformity andyss. Regionally significant projects mean capacity increasing projects that
normdly include principd arterid highways or fixed guideway trangt facilities or that offer an dterndive
to regiona highway travel.

Other related actions, such as an amendment of the Trangportation Improvement Program, may be
necessary in addition to the process described above.



